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Mrs. Donna Allen, left, Russell Nixon and Mrs. Dagniar Wilson outside Washington court 
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mother of four teen-aged children, 
has been active in Women Strike for 
Peace since its founding and serves as 
National Legislative Chairman of the 
Women’s International League for 
Peace and Freedom. She is a labor 
economist and the author of Fringe 
Benefits : Wages or Social Obligation ? , 
published by Cornell University, for 
whom she taught from 1953 to 1956. 
She is a contributor to the Nation and 
has spoken on the economics of dis- 
armament at national and interna- 
tional conferences. In the 86th Con- 
gress she was an assistant to Rep. 
William Meyer (D., Vt.). Since her 
subpoena, she has become the Wash- 
ington representative of the National 
Committee to Abolish HUAC. 


is general manager of the progressive 
weekly, The National Guardian. He 
holds a Ph.D. in Economics from Har- 
vard, where he taught from 1936 to 
1941. Most notable among his students 
there and well-known to him ever since 
was John F. Kennedy, former Presi- 
dent of the United States. He was active 
as an organizer in the early days of 
the CIO and spent 20 years as Wash- 
ington representative of the United 
Electrical, Radio and Machine Work- 
ers (UE). His articles on economics, 
politics, and peace have appeared in 
many publications. He has been active 
in campaigns against HUAC since 
1938. In 1961 and 1963 he headed the 
U.S. Delegation to the World Peace 
Conference in Japan. 


mother of three daughters, is the illus- 
trator of more than 20 children’s books 
published by Simon & Schuster, Ran- 
dom House, and Lothrop, Lee & Shep- 
ard. In 1961, concerned over the bur- 
geoning nuclear threat implicit in the 
cold war, Mrs. Wilson and her friends 
spurred a “strike for peace” in 60 U.S. 
cities, including a demonstration by 
more than 1000 women in Washington. 
She has since become leader-spokesman 
.by acclamation for Women Strike for 
Peace and has attended international 
conferences and demonstrations in Ge- 
neva (1962) and The Hague (1964). 
Subpoenaed by HUAC in 1962, she so 
conducted her testimony as to bring 
heightened prestige and influence to 
Women Strike for Peace. 
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Summer 1963: Prof. Kaoru Yasui, Dean of Hosei Uni- 
versity Law School and Chairman of Japan Council Against 
the A and H Bomb, is invited to speak at National Guardian 
banquet that November in New York. Lecture tour also 
planned. 


November 1963: State Department delays his visa, telling 
Russ Nixon, general manager of the Guardian, that Prof. 
Yasui is technically inadmissable under the McCarran- 
Walter Act but might receive waiver if his visit is determined 
to be in the interest of the U.S. Members of the Yasui Wel- 
coming Committee, other prominent Americans including 
then Senator Hubert Humphrey, and such organizations as 
American Civil Liberties Union petition the State Depart- 
ment to admit Prof. Yasui. Mrs. Dagmar Wilson and Mrs. 
Donna Allen accompany Mr. Nixon to State Department to 
urge granting of visa. Yasui is granted entry permit shortly 
thereafter. The New York Times applauds this action in an 
editorial. 

November 1964: Mrs. Wilson, Mrs. Allen, and Mr. Nixon 
are subpoenaed by a subcommittee of the House Un-Ameri- 
can Activities Committee (HU AC). Query reveals they are 
to be questioned about their visit to State Dept. In subse- 
quent statement to the press, Mrs. Wilson and Mrs. Allen 
comment as follows: 

“American citizens take pride in the tradition whereby they 
have access to their elected representatives and government 
officers. . . . Why then should we be investigated on what 
takes place openly and above board? . . . HUAC appears to 
have singled out for investigation only three people (of the 
many who urged granting of the visa;, two of whom are 
members of Women Strike for Peace. . . .” 

December 7, 1964: Preliminary hearings of HUAC sub- 
committee held. Rep. Pool reveals that hearing was author- 
ized in a Committee meeting the previous February, along 
with additional hearings which would deal, among other 
subjects, with: 

“Strategy, tactics, and activities of members of the Commu- 
nist Party and Communist organizations in aiding entry into 
the U.S. of aliens inadmissable under provisions of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act.” 

All three witnesses request a public hearing and decline to 
answer questions in executive (secret) session. Mr. Nixon 
comments: 

“. . . It would be unfortunate to require this kind of testi- 
mony, with the opprobrium of this kind of subpoena, in 
private ... the Committee maintains to itself the privilege, 
at a date of its own choosing ... of releasing to the press 
either a summary or a partial transcript of the hearings . . . 

I think that the press and the public have a right to hear the 
proceedings.” 

The subcommittee informs the press that the witnesses will 
be recommended for contempt. 


December 1964: Despite the urging of many citizens, in- 
cluding Congressmen, Speaker of the House John McCor- 
mack certifies the contempt citation, maintaining he has no 
discretion in the matter. Swiftly thereafter, the Justice De- 
partment presents the case to a Federal grand jury which 
indicts the three witnesses for contempt. Arraignment fol- 
lows (on January 8) in Federal Court, which is filled with 
more than 200 supporters of the defendants. Trial set for 
April 1965. 

January 28, 1965: Rep. Philip Burton (D., Cal.) intro- 
duces a bill (HR 3784) providing that in future, witnesses 
before Congressional Committees may be prosecuted for 
contempt only if the contempt citation receives the approval 
of a majority of the House. Bill to operate retroactively as 
of the closing date of the previous Congress, October 4, 1964. 
The Bill, if passed, would void the citations in this case. 
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The major issues raised by this case are: 

1. International Exchange Program. In these hearings, 
HUAC was considering further exchange restrictions, in 
contra-distinction to President Johnson’s policy of encour- 
aging increased exchanges of people, ideas, and trade. 

In his State of the Union Message in January, the President 
proposed further such exchanges and commented, “If we 
are to live together in peace, we must come to know each 
other better.” Similarly, President Kennedy had stated at 
American University (6/10/63), “. . . Increased understand- 
ing will require increased contact and communication.” 

2. The Peace Issue. In its 1962 investigation of Women 
Strike for Peace, HUAC held an “excessive concern with 
peace” to be subversive and charged that “intense peace 
propaganda and agitation . . . obviously serve the aggressive 
plans of world communism.” 

The intimidation implicit in subpoenaing these 3 who were 
engaging in normal peace activities represents a threat to 
all Americans interested in peace and tends to discourage 
peace activities which HUAC does not like. 

3. The Right of Petition. The Washington Post commented 
on this issue editorially on Dec. 6, 1964: 

“(Merely being called by the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee) carries the stigma of involvement in something ‘un- 
American’ or ‘subversive’. . . . But certainly there is nothing 
‘un-American’ in going to a department of the United States 
Government — openly and candidly — to submit a completely 
lawful request. The right to do this is specified in the United 
States Constitution.” 


4. Contempt Citations. The contempt citations in this case 
resulted from the action not of the House, but, in effect, from 
the action of nine Committee members (three of whom had 


been defeated in the previous month’s election). Dean Gris- 
wold of the Harvard Law School has commented on the gen- 
eral subject as follows: 

“The power of investigation is a power which is solely at- 
tributable to the collective body, the House of Representa- 
tives or the Senate. . . . Since the power exercised by a 
Committee or subcommittee, or a subcommittee of one, is 
the power of the House or Senate itself, responsibility for 
that power and its exercise rests not on the Committee or the 
subcommittee of one or more, but upon the House or Senate 
itself, acting, of course, by a majority vote of its members.” 

5. Enforced Secret Hearings. On January 23, 1965, the 
New Republic, defending the refusal of the witnesses to tes- 
tify in secret sessions, wrote: 

“The Un-American Activities Committee has so often been 
guilty of distorted, partial, and self-serving disclosure of 
testimony taken by it in closed hearings that it would be 
very naive indeed to repose any confidence in its good faith.” 

6. Constitutionality of HUAC. On Dec. 4, 1964, 100 con- 
stitutional authorities concerned professionally with the field 
of public law formally petitioned the House to abolish the 
Committee on Un-American Activities. They wrote in part: 

“The power of a legislative committee to summon witnesses 
. . . and ... to mobilize the great force of government au- 
thority against the object of its investigation constitutes an 
awesome exercise of official power. When such power is 
directed exclusively against the rights of Americans to free 
and open expression, or association for such purposes, it 
cannot be justified under any concept of democracy.” 

Said the New York Times on January 4, 1965: 

“The Un-American Activities Committee is unneeded, un- 
trustworthy, and basically unconstitutional. The new House 
could not make a better start than by getting rid of it.” 



SUNDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1964 


Star Chamber 

Two Washington women of high repute, Dagmar 
Wilson and Donna Allen, received subpoenas on 
Thursday to appear on Monday before the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities. On in- 
quiry, they were informed, they say, that they 
would be questioned in executive session regard- 
ing visits they made in 1963 to the Department 
of State to urge that an entry permit be granted 
to a Japanese peace leader, Prof. K. Yasui, dean 
of the law school of Hosai University. The permit 
was subsequently granted by the State Depart- 
ment, and the professor spoke in ten American 
cities to peace and academic groups. 

The Un-American Activities Committee has 
made its name so odious that to be called before 
it at all, for whatever reason, is a form of punish- 
ment; it carries the stigma of involvement in 
something “un-American” or “subversive,” the 
jurisdiction of the committee being restricted to 
such matters. But certainly there is nothing “un- 
American” in going to a department of the United 
States Government— openly and candidly — to sub- 
mit a completely lawful request. The right to 
do this is specified in the United States Constitu- 
tion: 

The Un-American Activities Committee has in- 
dicated, however, that it sees something “sub- 
versive” in a concern for peace. It happens that 
the two ladies it has summoned belong to an 
organization infelicitously known as “Women 
Strike for Peace.” Some of its members, includ- 
ing Mrs. Wilson, were haled before the Committee 
once before; their manifest candor, good faith and 
good humor made the Committee look very foolish 
indeed. No doubt, this is why the Committee 
prefers to talk with them this time in executive 
session where its embarrassment can be concealed. 

There is no justification for holding this hearing 
in secret; nothing involving national security can 
conceivably be involved. The women have asked 
for an open hearing and should be accorded it. 
But, in simple truth, there is no justification for 
a hearing at all— of any kind. The inescapable 
consequence of the Committee’s subpoena — and 
perhaps its purpose as well — is to put a damper 
on the right of petition, to discourage any devia- 
tion from strict orthodoxy. That is real un-Amcr- 
icanism. 


LIFE 


WASHINGTON 
REPORT 


"THEY INVENT THE SPOOKS" 

A middle-aged illustrator of children's 
books and mother of three, Mrs. Dag- 
mar Wilson is an unlikely defendant. 
The charge against her is unbelievable 
too — contempt of Congress. It is so 
unusual that the Justice Department 
couldn’t recall off-hand exactly how 
many cases— two or maybe three— 
there had been in the past five years. 

As founder of the 900-chapter 
Women Strike for Peace Movement, 
which advocates nuclear disarma- 
ment, Mrs. Wilson was called last 
month before the House Un-Ameri- 
can Activities Committee. The com- 
mittee wanted to question her and 
two friends about their part in getting 


Prepared by the TIME-LIFE 
Washington staff 

the government to approve a visit by 
a left-wing Japanese professor. Mrs. 
Wilson and the others demanded 
open hearings, professing to fear that 
testimony “leaked” from closed hear- 
ings would damage their reputation. 

When the committee declined, and 
then moved for contempt citations, 
Mrs. Wilson snapped back in sharp 
language: “These men live in a per- 
ipheral world. They invent the spooks 
and try to make them real.” 

Mrs. Wilson’s predicament seems 
certain to spur a new effort to abol- 
ish the committee, which for 25 years 
has enjoyed sacrosanct status. The 
Washington Post supported Mrs. 
Wilson, pointing out that out of 20 
House members who voted to cut off 
committee funds, every one who ran 
last fall was reelected. 

Mrs. Wilson says “1 wouldn't mind 
going to jail for a good cause." 



NEW YORK POST 
TUESDAY, 
JANUARY 12, 1965 


At the Same Old Stand 


Secret Harassment 

A SUBCOMMITTEE of the often way- 
ward % House Committee on Un- 
American Activities has just provided 
another example of its abuse of citi- 
zens in the name of official American- 
ism. As a result of a subcommittee 
citation, three persons have been in- 
dicted for contempt of Congress for 
refusing to testify on Dec. 7 at a closed 
session of the congressional group. 

The three protesting witnesses were 
Mrs. Dagmar Wilson and Mrs. Donna 
Allen of Washington, leaders of Women 
Strike for Peace, and Russell Nixon, 
general manager of The National 
Guardian, a publication describing 
Itself as a “progressive weekly.” All 
three witnesses said they would have 
been willing to testify at an open 
session of the subcommittee to which 
the press and public were admitted, 
but said they would not answer ques- 
tions in secret. All three emphasized 
that they were not seeking to invoke 
the Fifth Amendment’s protection 
against self-incrimination. 

At issue in this case (apart from 
the point that the Congressmen were 
seeking information from the wrong 
source) is the Un-American Activities 
Committee’s frequent practice of hold- 
ing secret hearings and then leaking 
selected bits of testimony damning to 
the participants. There is no reason 
why the subcommittee should have 
insisted on secrecy in a hearing pur- 
portedly aimed at discovering what 
part the three summoned witnesses 
had played in helping a Japanese peace 
leader, Professor Kadru Yasui, dean of 
the Hosei University law faculty, ob- 
tain a visa to come to the United States 
on a lecture tour. The witnesses had 
quite openly gone to the State Depart- 
ment and asked it to grant the entry 
permit. 

If the subcommitte’s legislative 
purpose was to determine whether a 
revision should be made in the tem- 
porary admission provisions of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, why 
shouldn’t it have questioned officials 
at the State Department on the grant- 
ing of the visa to Dr. Yasui? Better 
still, why shouldn’t such an inquiry 
be left to the Immigration Subcommit- 
tee of the House Judiciary Committee, 
the group which framed the legisla- 
tion involved? 

When the new Congress considers 
the budget or the continued existence 
of the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee, it should bear in mind the ob- 
jectionable harassing tactics of this 
body and the question of whether it is 
really needed. 


Speaker McCormack tersely indicated 
at the opening of Congress that the House 
Un-American Activities Committee has re- 
quested the Dept, of Justice to prosecute 
for contempt three witnesses who had re- 
fused to testify privately before one of its 
subcommittees. They had asked to be 
heard in public. 

There was seemingly no chance to pro- 
test the HUAC decision at that time. If 
there had been, we are sure several Con- 
gressmen would have denounced the ar- 
bitrary action of the committee. In the 
past it has required a full House vote to 
authorize moves to cite for contempt. In 
this case it is not even clear that the full 
committee voted the action. 

The citation is especially outrageous in 
view of the stated willingness of the wit- 
nesses to testify in public. Their objection 


was to a star-chamber proceeding in which 
the committee has quietly conducted much 
of its dubious business. 

Two of the targets were leaders of 
Women's Strike for Peace, the third an 
executive of the National Guardian, a left- 
wing weekly. The proposed interrogation 
involvod their efforts to obtain a visa for 
a Japanese professor representing the 
Japanese Council Against the A and H 
Bombs. The committee’s action was obvi- 
ously aimed at the State Dept.’s alleged 
“softness” in admitting visitors. We are 
sure its latest idiocy has received wide- 
spread notice in all those areas where we 
are seeking to promote the gospel of 
freedom. 

How long, we ask for the thousandth 
time, will Congress sanction such oppres- 
sive folly? 


The Dark Ages Again 
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Tuesday, December 22, 1964 
THE MILWAUKEE JOURNAL 

Peace Women Say ‘No’ 

Back in 1963, Prof. K. Yasui, dean of 
Japan's Hosai university law school and 
a Japanese peace leader, sought an 
entry permit to this country. Among 
others, two Washington women asked 
the state department to issue the per- 
mit. It finally was issued, Prof. Yasui 
came, lectured in a number of cities to 
academic and peace groups and went 
his way. 

The two Washington women are Mrs. 
Dagmar Wilson and Mrs. Donna Allen, 
members of Women Strike for Peace. 
Recently they received subpenas from 
the house un-American activities com- 
mittee to appear in closed executive 
session and be questioned about their 
visits to the state department in Prof. 
Yasui’s behalf. 

The Women Strike for Peace had a 
previous experience with the commit- 
tee. The committee seemed to feel that 
the women were somehow dangerous to 
the nation and started out to make art 
example of them. But the women were 
so open, so good humored and so obvi- 
ously concerned about peace that the 
committee got a general ribbing after 
its public hearings. 

Mrs. Wilson and Mrs. Allen are will- 
ing to appear before the committee 
again— provided the hearings are open. 
They can explain their actions and they 
are, as the Washington Post says, “two 
Washington women of high repute." 
But the committee doesn’t want to risk 
looking foolish again, so it wants to 
talk to them in secret. The two women 
say "nothing doing,” so they have been 
cited for contempt of congress. 

This ridiculous business of investi- 
gating citizens for open, straightfor- 
ward visits to the state department 
again emphasizes that it is time to get 
rid of this “temporary" committee and 
put the problems of subversion back in 
the judiciary committee where they 
belong. 


THE 
NEW 
REPUBLIC 
January 23, 
1965 
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Un-American 

. . . Issuance of the entry permit in- 
volved a fight within the State Depart- 
ment’s Bureau of Security and Consu- 
lar Affairs, between those seeking to 
liberalize passport and visa policy and 
those seeking to revert to the restrictive 
practices of the McCarthy era. The 
latter group enlisted the busybody aid 
of the HUAC subcommittee which sub- 
poenaed Mrs. Wilson and Mrs. Allen 
as pawns in this intra-office fight. Its 
reluctance to have them testify in pub- 
lic is therefore understandable. So is 
theirs to testifying in secret. 

. . . The Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee has no clearly defined function 
and respects no jurisdictional limits. 


If the House of Representatives wants 
information concerning State Depart- 
ment visa practices, the proper body 
to obtain it is the immigration subcom- 
mittee of the House Judiciary Commit- 
tee, which prepared visa legislation 
and has continuing jurisdiction in this 
area; and the proper persons to ask 
are the responsible State Department 
officials. The Un-American Activities 
Committee is essentially engaged in 
policing ideas. Because only men with 
scant understanding of the democratic 
process would want to wield such 
power, it inevitably operates capri- 
ciously, meanly and despotically, as it 
did in this case. It is time for the 
House of Representatives to end it. 


WHAT YOU CAN DO . . . 


WRITE to your Congressman. Ask him to express strong opposition to this 
attack by HUAC, and to urge passage of the Burton Bill (HR 3784) 


For additional reprints of this fact sheet or additional information, 


please 

Defenders of 



contact 

against HUAC 


GIVE! Contribute $100, $10, $1. Money is urgently needed for legal expenses, 
printing, mailing and speaking tours. 


2016 P Street NW • Suite 32 • Washington DC 20036 
Telephone : A rea Code 202 232-0803 


